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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -30 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 12-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 12 is directed to an apparatus, however, the claim fails to 
cite any physical article or object in order to meet the requirements of being a manufacture or 
machine claim. 

Claims 13-21 depend on claim 12 and do not provide any physical article or object, 
therefore, claims 13-21 are rejected for the same reason above. 
See MPEP 2106 and 2107. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 26-28 are objected to because of the following informalities: claim 26 recites 
"installing the retrieved drivers" in line 6, "driver" should be used instead because line 1 recites 
"a device driver". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 



1 I 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 11, 12, 21, 22, 25 and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chiloyan et al. (U.S. 2002/0083228 Al). 

As to claim 1, Chiloyan teaches a method for installing a device driver for driving a 
peripheral (the host device may download a device driver for the peripheral device; page 2, 
paragraph 8), comprising: 

- determining whether peripheral identification information has been obtained from the 
peripheral (Operating system detects ... and a product ID; page 5, paragraph 36), 

- combining a basic address of an Internet or Intranet site, providing a driver for the 
peripheral, and the peripheral identification information and generating a combined 
address, when it is determined that the peripheral identification information has been 
obtained (Once these ID ... the network address ... the ID; page 5, paragraph 37 and the 
operating system performs ... www.<vendorIDriame>.com/<modelIDname>/support; 
page 5, paragraph 39), 

- determining whether the combined address has been accessed (the operating system .. 
access the network address; page 5, paragraph 40), 

- retrieving the driver from the combined address when it has been determined that the 
combined address has been accessed (After accessing the network address ... download of 
the device driver ... at the network address; col. 5, lines 41), and 

- installing the retrieved driver (Once received, the device driver and/or other software is 
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installed on the host computer; col. 5, paragraph 42). 

As to claim 1 1 , Chiloyan teaches the driver is installed in the peripheral and/or the host 
(Once received, the device driver and/or other software is installed on the host computer; col. 5, 
paragraph 42). 

As to claim 12, it is the same as the method claim of claim 1 except it is an apparatus 
claim, and is rejected under the same ground of rejection. 

As to claim 21, see rejection of claim 1 1 above. 

As to claim 22, see rejection of claim 1 above. 

As to claim 25, see rejection of claim 1 1 above. 

' As to claim 29, it is the same as the method claim of claim 1 except it is a computer 
product claim, and is rejected under the same ground of rejection. 

As to claim 30, it is the same as the method claim of claim 22 except it is a computer 
product claim, and is rejected under the same ground of rejection. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Fleming, III (U.S. 
6,473,854 Bl). 
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As to claim 26, Fleming teaches an apparatus for installing in a host a device driver for 
driving a peripheral (abstract), comprising 

- a peripheral generating a combined address using stored combined information and 
provides the combined address to the host (Device 102 memory 104, non-volatile memory ... 
network 111; col. 4, lines 6-7 and 13-16), 

- a host accessing the combined address provided from the peripheral (uses URL ... 
network 111; col. 4, lines 25-32), retrieving the driver provided at the combined address (retrieve 
current driver; col. 4, lines 25-32), and installing the retrieved drivers (installed within computer 
system; col. 4, lines 25-32), 

- wherein the combined information includes a basic address of an Internet or Intranet site 
providing the driver (server 1 12 ... current driver 1 16; col. 3, lines 41-51 and URL 106 ... the 
Internet; col. 4, lines 17-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 3-6, 13-15 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chiloyan et al. (U.S. 2002/0083228 Al). 
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As to claim 3, Chiloyan does not explicitly teach sending a first message to a user 
representing that the peripheral identification information has not been obtained, when the 
peripheral identification information has not been obtained. However, Chiloyan teaches in 
another embodiment that the user is required to manually install the device driver if the address 
for the driver cannot be obtained (page 5, paragraph 40). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Chiloyan in 
view of another embodiment to provide error message to the user when the peripheral 
identification information cannot be obtained so the user can be aware of the problem during the 
installation process. 

As to claim 4, Chiloyan does not teach checking an operational state of the peripheral and 
informing a user of a result of the check when it is determined that the peripheral identification 
information has not been obtained. However, Chiloyan teaches the host system can access the 
device for information (Operating system detects ... and a product ID; page 5, paragraph 36). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of Chiloyan to 
provide the user with occurred problem during the installation process so the user can fix the 
problem. 

As to claim 5, Chiloyan does not explicitly teach determining whether a user again 
requests installation of the driver after being informed of a result of the operational state of the 
peripheral, and repeating the determining of whether the peripheral identification information has 
been obtained when it is determined that the installation of the driver is again requested. 
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However, Chiloyan teaches in another embodiment that the user is required to manually install 
the device driver if the address for the driver cannot be obtained (page 5, paragraph 40). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
improve the system of Chiloyan to retry the process again prior to manually loaded the driver 
because it will avoid errors/difficult occurred to the user (page 1, paragraph 5). 

As to claim 6, Chiloyan teaches accessing the basic address and manually finding the 
driver, when it is determined that installation of the driver has not again been requested 
(manually installation; page 5, paragraph 40). 

As to claims 13-15, see rejections of claims 3-5 above. 

As to claim 24, Chiloyan teaches determining whether the user requests the installation of 
the driver in the peripheral rather than the host (pages 6-7, paragraph 49). Chiloyan does not 
teach proceeding to the changing of the portions of the combined information when it is 
determined that the user requests the peripheral for installation of the driver. However, Chiloyan 
teaches loading manually typically involves inserting a storage medium, or downloading the 
device driver via the Internet, or following another procedure that requires user intervention or 
action (page 5, paragraph 40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made that "proceeding to the changing of the portions of the combined 
information when it is determined that the user requests the peripheral for installation of the 
driver" should have been performed if the user decide to load the driver from the storage 
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medium. 

9. Claims 2, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiloyan et al. (U.S. 2002/0083228 Al) in view of Fleming, III (U.S. 6,473,854 Bl). 

As to claim 2, Chiloyan does not explicitly teach wherein, when it is determined that the 
peripheral identification information has been obtained, in the combining of the basic address 
and the peripheral identification information and generating of the combined address, at least 
information of one of a predetermined operating system (OS), a default language of the OS, and 
an extension of the OS, are combined with the basic address and the peripheral identification 
information to generate the combined address. 

However, Fleming teaches an identifier for computer system is also sent to the server 
when request the driver for the device (col. 5, lines 9-16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply the teaching of Fleming to the system of Chiloyan because Fleming teaches 
including identifier for the computer system helps the server to return a version of current driver 
that is tailored to that computer system (col. 5, lines 14-16). 

As to claim 23, see rejection of claim 2 above. 

10. Claims 7-10, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiloyan et al. (U.S. 2002/0083228 Al) in view of Lortz et al. (U.S. 6,418,486 Bl). 
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As to claim 7, Chiloyan does not explicitly teach sending a second message to a user 
indicating that the combined address has not been accessed when it is determined that the 
combined address has not been accessed. Lortz teaches sending a second message to a user 
indicating that the combined address has not been accessed when it is determined that the 
combined address has not been accessed. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Lortz to the system of 
Chiloyan because letting the host know the problem would provide the user/host with occurred 
problem during the installation process so the host/user can fix the problem. 

As to claim 8, Chiloyan does not teach checking an access environment of the combined 
address and informing a user of a result of the check, when it is determined that the combined 
address has not been accessed. However, Lortz teaches checking an access environment of the 
combined address and informing a user of a result of the check, when it is determined that the 
combined address has not been accessed (col. 7, lines 24-28). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Lortz to 
the system of Chiloyan because letting the host know the problem would provide the user/host 
with occurred problem during the installation process so the host/user can fix the problem. 

As to claim 9, Chiloyan does not explicitly teach determining whether installation of the 
driver has again been requested after the informing of the result of the checking of the access 
environment and repeating the determining of whether the combined address has been accessed 
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when it is determined that installation of the driver has again been requested. However, Chiloyan 
teaches in the user is required to manually install the device driver if the address for the driver 
cannot be obtained (page 5, paragraph 40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Chiloyan in view of another 
embodiment to repeat the request instead of manually install the driver because it will avoid 
errors/difficult occurred to the user (page 1 , paragraph 5). 

As to claim 10, Chiloyan teaches accessing the basic address and manually finding the 
driver, when it is determined that installation of the driver has not again been requested (page 5, 
paragraph 40). 

As to claim 16, see rejection of claim 10 above. 

As to claims 17-20, see rejections of claims 7-10 above. 

11. Claims 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fleming, III (U.S. 6,473,854 Bl) in view of Chiloyan et al. (U.S. 2002/0083228 Al). 

As to claim 27, Fleming teaches a storage unit storing the combined information (non- 
volatile memory 104; col. 4, line2 13-14), an address transmission unit transmitting the 
combined address to the host (network interface controller; col. 4, lines 2-4). 

Fleming does not teach a first manipulation unit manipulated by a user who requests 
installation of the driver and generating an installation request signal, and a second address 
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generation unit generating the combined address from the combined information read out from 
the storage unit in response to the installation request signal. However, Chiloyan teaches 
combined information read out from the storage unit in response to the installation request signal 
(Once these ID ... the network address ... the ID; page 5, paragraph 37 and the operating system 
performs ... www.<vendorIDname>.com/<modelIDname>/support; page 5, paragraph 39). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply the teaching of Chiloyan to the system of Fleming because Chiloyan provides 
a different method to generate network address that can be used to obtain the driver for the 
device. 

As to claim 28, see rejection of claim 2 above. 

Conclusion 

1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. See PTO 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Diem K. Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-3760. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30AM - 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




